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REMARKS/ A P f2rnvn?xpycf 

In the Office Action, the Examiner allowed claims 2-5, 13, 16-19, 27, 30-32, and 37 if 
rewntten m uxdependent fonn including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
m^mg claims; rejected claims 6-10, 20-24, 33-35 under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph- 
r^ected clanns 1. 1U1, 15, 25-26, 29, and 36 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated b y 
Gosltn et al. (U.S. Pat No. 6,120,549); and rejected claims 1, 14-15, 28-29, and 38 under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Chiu et al. (US. Pat. App. Pub. No. 2004/0107078 Al) 
The Applicant appreciates the indication of allowable subject matter. Applicant traverses the 
rejections for the reasons set forth below. Reconsideration is respectfully requested based on the 
remarks below. 

Claims 1, 2, 6, 10, 15, 16, 20. 24, 29, 30, 32-36, and 38 have been amended to further 
clarify the subject matter regarded as the invention. At least some of the amendments spell out 
concepts that were inherent in the original claims and therefore do not narrow the claims. 
Claims 13, 27, and 37 have been canceled without prejudice. Accordingly, claims 1-12, 14-26, 
28-36, and 38 are now pending in this application, 

ALLOWABLE StTB.TF.fT MATTER 

It is respectfully submitted that claims 2, 16, and 30 are in condition for allowance since 
they have been rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims as pointed out by the Examiner, It is also respectfully submitted that 
claims 3-5, 17-19, 31 and 32 are allowable since they depend directly or indirectly from claims 
2, 16, or 30. 



REJECTION OF CLAIMS 6-10. 20-24. 33-3* f TM D BR 35 TJ.S r q M. 2" d PARACTAW 

Claims 6, 20, and 33 have been amended to particularly point out and distinctly claim 
the subject matter which Applicant regards as the invention. Specifically, claim 6 has been 
amended to recite "generating a revised optimal module by time-domain multiplexing the 
optimal candidate module if the optimal candidate module runs at a data rate substantially 
faster than the desired input data rate." Claim 20 has been amended to recite "instructions for 
generating a revised optimal module by time-domain multiplexing the optimal candidate 
module if the optimal candidate module runs at a data rate substantially faster than the desired 
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the desired input data rate/ 7 

10 > ^ «* 35 *™ *** ^ tended to particularly point out and 
distinctly clann the ^ject matter which AppHcant regards a, the invention. Specifically 
chum 10 has been amended to recite "generating a revised optimal module by using multiple 
mstantiations of the optimal candidate module if the optimal candidate module runs at a data 
rate substantially slower than the desired input data rate/' Clahn 24 has been amended to recite 
-Wtmctxons for generating a revised optimal module by using multiple instantiation, of the 
optunal candidate module if the optimal candidate module runs at a data rate substantially 
slower than the desired input data rate." Claim 35 has been amended to recite "wherein the 
des.gu tool is further configured to generate a revised optimal module by using multiple 
instantiations of the optimal candidate module if the optimal candidate module runs at a data 
rate substantially slower than the desired input data rate." 

Support for the amendments can be found in Figure 3B, operations 336 and 338, Figure 
6, Figure 8, and elsewhere in the specification. AppHcant believes mat the amendments address 
the Examiner's rejection of claims 6, 10, 20, 24, 33, and 35 under 35 VAC. § 112, second 
paragraph. Further, since claims 7, 8, 9, 21, 22, 23, and 34 each depend either directly or 
mdnectly from claims 6, 20. or 33, they are respectfully submitted to have addressed the 
Exammer's rejection for at least the reasons set forth above with respect to claims 6, 20 or 33 
Therefore, it is respect^y requested that the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, 
be withdrawn. 



PATENTABTTJTY OF CLAIMS t 11 - ^ .14-^^ ,^,0 

Independent claims 1, 15, and 29 have been amended to include similar limitations from 
canceled claims 13, 27 and 37, which the Examiner indicated as being allowable subject matter 
a the Office Action. Specifically, claim 1 includes the limitation 'performing timing simulation 
usmg either the optimal candidate module or a revised optimal module that is based on the 
optunal candidate module." Claim 15 includes the limitation "instructions for performing timing 
amulafcon using either the optimal candidate module or a revised optimal module that is based 
on the optimal candidate module." Claim 29 includes the limitation 'perform tuning simulation 
usmg either the optimal candidate module or a revised optimal module that is based on the 
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qp*n4 1 candidate .nodute,. As ^ it u Kspeamy 

patentable over cited art. e 

™« fc» ^ ^ respect to claims 1, 15, or 29. Further, depeadeM claims ^ 

additional elements that when considered in context of th» a ■ 

111 """^ of ™ clanned inventions further patentably 

distinguish the invention fiom the cited art 



SUMMARY 

in *" ^ PCDdmS ^ - this case is now 

1^7 " ShOUld ^ ^ ** a inference would 

x it: ~ of " s ap ~ &e — - be — - - — 

If any fees are due in connection with the filing of this Amendment, the Commissioner is 
TZZ. "* ^ *" *" ^ N ° ^383 (Order No. 



BEYER WEAVER & THOMAS, LLP 
P.O. Box 70250 
Oakland, CA 94612-0250 

Telephone: (510)663-1100 
Facsimile: (510)663-0920 



Respectfully submitted, 

BEYER WEAVER & THOMAS, LLP 

Desmund Gean 
Reg. No. 52,937 
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